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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1, 6, 8, 13, 15, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Clevenger et al. 

(http://vvww.daz3d.com/program/bryce/Bryce5_Manual_DAZ.pdf). 

As to independent claim 1, Clevenger teaches a method for displaying a 
graphical illustration of an object in a computer graphics program (PDF page 129, 
column 1, paragraph 5), Comprising: obtaining an object in a computer graphics 
program (PDF pg. 129, col. 1, par. 6); displaying a properties palette for the object (PDF 
pg. 130, Figure 1, col. 1), wherein the properties palette comprises one or more object 
properties having corresponding property values (PDF pg. 131, col. 1, par. last and col. 
2 par. 1-2); displaying a graphical illustration of the object in the properties palette (PDF 
pg. 130, Figure 1). 



As to independent claim 8, Clevenger teaches an apparatus for displaying a 
graphical illustration of an object in a computer graphics program of a computer system 
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(PDF pg. 12, col.1) comprising: (a) a computer having a memory (PDF pg. 12, col.1 and 
PDF pg. 126, par. 5); (b) an application executing on the computer (PDF pg. 12, col.1 
and PDF pg. 126, par. 5), wherein the application is configured to: (i) obtain an object in 
a computer graphics program (PDF pg. 129, col. 1 , par. 6); (ii) display a properties 
palette for the object (PDF pg. 130, Figure 1, col. 1), wherein the properties palette 
comprises one or more object properties having corresponding property values (PDF 
pg. 131, col. 1, par. last and col. 2 par. 1-2); (iii) display a graphical illustration of the 
object in the properties palette (PDF pg. 130, Figure 1). 

As to independent claim 15, Clevenger teaches an article of manufacture 
comprising a program storage medium readable by a computer and embodying one or 
more instructions executable by the computer to perform a method for displaying a 
graphical illustration of an object in an object-oriented computer graphics system (PDF 
pg. 12, col. 1), the apparatus comprising: means for obtaining an object in a computer 
graphics program (PDF pg. 129, col. 1, par. 6); means for displaying a properties palette 
for the object (PDF pg. 130, Figure 1, col. 1), wherein the properties palette comprises 
one or more object properties having corresponding property values (PDF pg. 131, col. 
1, par. last and col. 2 par. 1-2), means for displaying a graphical illustration of the object 
in the properties palette (PDF pg. 130, Figure 1). 
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As to dependent claim 6, Clevenger teaches the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising changing the view of the object displayed in the graphical illustration using a 
shortcut menu (PDF pg. 130, col. 2, par. 2 and PDF pg. 131, col. 1, par. 3). 



Dependent claim 13 and 20 differ from independent claim 8 and 15 and 
dependent claim 6 only in that dependent claim 13 and 20 are method claims whereas, 
independent claim 8 and 15 and dependent claim 6 are apparatus claims. Thus, 
dependent claim 13 and 20 are analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
independent claim 8 and 15 and dependent claim 6 above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2-5, 9-12 and 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Clevenger et al. in view of Parametric Technology Corporation et al. 
(PTC herein), (http://www.ptc.com/company/mail/express200202/download_guide.htm) 



As to dependent claim 2, Clevenger teaches of a graphics program that has 
object properties displayed to the user (PDF pg. 130, Figure 1). Clevenger fails to teach 
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the object properties are keynoted in the palette to refer to corresponding keynotes 
displayed in the graphical illustration. PTC teaches objects displayed in the illustration 
are keynoted to refer to the keynotes in a table identifying the objects (PDF pg. 172, Fig. 
1 ). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine PTC's keynoted objects that refer to the keynoted table into 
Clevenger's object properties palette. PTC teaches during the drawing stage, the 
dimensions that show on the plot are derived from the 3D model dimensions, and 
remain dynamically linked to the source 3d Files (PDF pg. 20, par. last). 

Dependent claim 9 and 16 differ from independent claim 8 and 15 and dependent 
claim 2 only in that dependent claim 9 and 16 are method claims whereas, independent 
claim 8 and 15 and dependent claim 2 are apparatus claims. Thus, dependent claim 9 
and 16 are analyzed as previously discussed with respect to independent claim 8 and 
15 and dependent claim 2 above. 

As to dependent claim 3, note the discussion of Clevenger and Clevenger in view 
of PTC above. PTC teaches highlighting the keynote displayed in the graphical 
illustration when the cursor is passes over the corresponding object property (PDF pg. 
34, par. 1) 

Dependent claim 10 and 17 differ from independent claim 8 and 15 and 
dependent claim 3 only in that dependent claim 10 and 17 are method claims whereas, 
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independent claim 8 and 15 and dependent claim 3 are apparatus claims. Thus, 
dependent claim 10 and 17 are analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
independent claim 8 and 15 and dependent claim 3 above. 

As to dependent claim 4, note the discussions of Clevenger and PTC above. 
PTC teaches highlighting one or more keynoted object properties when the cursor is 
passed over the corresponding keynote or property displayed in the graphical illustration 
(PDF pg. 26, par. 1 and PDF pg. 153, par. last). 

Dependent claim 11 and 18 differ from independent claim 8 and 15 and 
dependent claim 4 only in that dependent claim 1 1 and 18 are method claims whereas, 
independent claim 8 and 15 and dependent claim 4 are apparatus claims. Thus, 
dependent claim 1 1 and 18 are analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
independent claim 8 and 15 and dependent claim 4 above. 

As to dependent claim 5, note the discussion of Clevenger and PTC above. 
Clevenger fails to teach the ability to toggle visibility of the graphical object using a 
button. PTC teaches toggling the visibility of the illustration using a show/hide illustration 
button (PDF pg. 145, par 3, Num 2 and PDF pg. 148, par 2, Num. 1). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
combine PTC's embodiment of hiding and unhiding a graphical objects into Clevenger's 
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graphical editing program as modified by PTC. PTC teaches selections on the object 
illustration are easier to make (PDF pg. 144, par. 2). 

Dependent claim 12 and 19 differ from independent claim 8 and 15 and 
dependent claim 5 only in that dependent claim 12 and 19 are method claims whereas, 
independent claim 8 and 15 and dependent claim 5 are apparatus claims. Thus, 
dependent claim 12 and 19 are analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
independent claim 8 and 15 and dependent claim 5 above. 

5. Claims 7,14 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Clevenger et al. in view of SkySof Software (CAD.OCX 1 ; 
http://www.download.com/CAD-OCX/3000-6677_4-1400022.html?tag=lst-2-1) 

As to dependent claim 7, note the discussion of Clevenger. Clevenger teaches a 
graphic editing program, where the user is presented with an illustration of a graphical 
object to which the user can modify freely. Clevenger fails to teach the graphic 
illustration is being presented with an ActiveX component/control/application when the 
user is editing the object within the edit palette. SkySof teaches wherein the graphical 
illustration is enabled by an ActiveX application (par.1, software description). Therefore 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the ActiveX control to draw/render 3D objects into the graphic editing 
program of Clevenger. A control for handling user request in AutoCAD (par. 1) 



Application/Control Number: 10/656,015 



Art Unit: 2179 



Page 8 



Dependent claim 14 and 21 differ from independent claim 8 and 15 and 
dependent claim 7 only in that dependent claim 14 and 21 are method claims whereas, 
independent claim 8 and 15 and dependent claim 7 are apparatus claims. Thus, 
dependent claim 14 and 21 are analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
independent claim 8 and 15 and dependent claim 7 above. 



Conclusion 



• http://www.sulaco.co.za/opengl_project_OpenGL_ActiveX.htm - use of an 
ActiveX control in use with OpenGL to display 3D objects in a browser. 

• Battat et al. (US 5,958,012) - Editing graphical objects in an edit palette. 

• http://www.datacad.com/news/press_releses/datacad_9_rel.htm - application 
for editing graphical illustrations of objects. 
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Inquires 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas M. Augustine whose telephone number is 571- 
272-1056. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday: 7:30- 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chanh Nguyen can be reached on 571-272-7772. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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